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N in n thie Tale a 
> curfes all who will not believe a luncheon of 
© bread to be a leg of } mutton, he is neither fo ri- 
diculous nor unreafonable as mother Monitor, 
and the reft of the {cribblers, who pretend that 
3 the. prefent adminiftration is difagreeable to 
this ¢ nation. I thall make as great a conceflion as any fubjeét of 
Great Britain, who is not either a Jacobite or Republican, can 
require, That minifters have been known by the mere dint of pen- 
fions, pofts, and places, to carry quettions againft the public in- 
. tereft, and the common fenfe of mankind ; and that fuch quefti- 
ons fo carried, can only be confidered as fo many minifterial pills 
rammed down the throats of a free pedple. | 

Wirnour having recourfe to the treaty of Utrecht, which was 
firft approved of, and then damned in faarliament, and both, by the 
force of minifterial power, we fhall come to a cafe, which, if the 
abovementioned good old lady retains her intellectual as well as fhe 


does 
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does her Billingfgate faculties, muft be within her own memory, 
andcannot be unknown to her coadjutor the North Briton likewife, 
Tue cafe, 1 mean, is the famous one of the Convention ; and I 
pitch upon it as being the only one fince the time of the treaty. of 
Utrecht, that bears any fimilarity to the late debate and divifion 
upon the preliminaries of the prefent peace. We are, however, to 
obferve, that a place-act or two have been made fince that time, and 
confequently the numbers of place-men in the houfe of commons, 
are not fo confiderable now as then. The oppofition at that time 
was compofed of confcience-led members, Whigs as well as Tories, 
who complained with great juftice, that their antagonifts were all 
place-led, and therefore the majority that was againft them, 
which was no more than 28, was.no-proof of the fenfe of the na-. 
tion, the latter having a vifible bias of intereft to influence their 
fuffrages,. . Their numbers ftanding as follows, the place-led 262, 
the confcience-led 234. Thus, it appears, that 234 voices in the 
houfe of commons, may be abfolutely free from any bias upon 
their minds in giving their votes. But this is a number much fu- 
‘perior to 65, the minority againft the prefent minifter ; and it is’ 
fair, by all the rules of reafoning, ‘to infer, that in the divifion 
upon the preliminaries, the prefent minifter had upon his fide pro- 
portionably to the numbers in the houfe, 169 more confcience-led. 
members for him than. were  againtt him, even fuppofing, thofe 
againft him to .be under no influence, or to have no connexions 

that could warp their judgments, 
_ We have of late heard mighty parades upon the merit i of Whig- 
gifn, and the moft farcaftic invectives againft Toryifm, though 
perhaps no principle for thefe 30 years paft, has been better un- 
derftood, than that they were terms invented by knaves, and 
adopted by fools. In a;long and fruitlefs oppofition to Sir Robert 
Walpole’s meafures, both denominations concurred, and both 
were funk in the terms of court and country-party. Both travel- 
led to a certain ftage together, and there the roads divided. Some 
went one way, fome another. Undera fubfequent adminiftration 
they met again; and if thofe diftinGtions were kept up, or are now 
revived, it is certainly owing to the Whigs: for my own part, I 
know no difference in the principle, tho’ there is in the exercife of 
their adminiftrations. The W hig minifters have always been 
| knowa 
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known to plume themfelves in the feathers they plucked from the 
prerogative ; and have added to their own perfons, that impor- 
tance which they filched from the crown, What Tory fubject 
fince the revolution, has been equal in felf-importance to Sir Ro- 
bert Walpole? When in power, did he not Out-herod Herod, 
and Out-tory Toryifm ? When applied to for favours, that ought 
to have been the immediate gift of the Sovereign, he never took 
the royal name in his lips, but fpoke in the firft perfon, I will, or 
I will not, do foand fo. Yet Walpole was an honourable man, 
that is, he was a known Whig-minifter; and the addreffer to the 
Cocoa-tree tells us, page 5, that a known Whig will of courfe 
enjoy popularity. | Pray, Sir, was Sir Robert Walpole a po- 
pular minifter?, Were any of his fucceflors in power fo, till Mr. 
Pelham found it neceflary to break into the ridiculous party-paté, 
which the Whigs held before them; and to widen the bottom of 
government, hich was. {till farther widened by the late mini- 
fter, who thereby acquired the popularity he once boatted of in 
defiance of his fellow-counfellors? 

Tue addrefler tells us, very paradoxically, that  Whiggi‘m is 
“a popular principle,” a .propofition cujus contrarium ef verum. 
All experience, and all hiftory informs us, that the genius of the 
people of England inclines them to monarchy ; and tho’ they can- 
not.bear to. be: fleeced by their Sovereign, they can far lefs bear 
to be flead by his minifter. They abhor to fee a fellow-fubject 
ftrutting in the {poils of prerogative, and ufurping — the, attributes 


of fovereignty. 
Ir is this, and this alone, that has rendered minifterial power, 


for above half a century, fo extremely, unpopular i in England. The 
nation, once within that time, faw a,Tory government, but I 
doubt. much whether a Tory minifter was at the head of it, for 
the Earl of. Oxford was not only born and bred a difenter, but 
had acted all along in clofe conjunction. \ with the Whigs, till he 


found an opportunity of undermining them. This, 


was fo far. from conftituting him a Tory,, that no fact is, more cer-, 


tain, than that King George the 1, notwithftanding all the prepof-, 


feffions with whiclhe came to the.crown againft the Torics, ftopt 
the fhameful profecution carried on again{t .him,, and thereby: 


faved the Whigs from blufhing at their own, Proceedingss 
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Trt the acceffion of his prefent Majetty, there was a plain and 
evidettt reafon why the Whtigs kept up the diftin€tion between 
them and their antagonifts. After the a@ of fucceflion paffed, 
the family of Hanover kept a correfpondence in England with 
sutie bat Whigs, whotold his prefent Majefty’s grand-father, and 
great grand-father, that the Tories had all cloven feet, and that 
they could traft none but themfelves for their continuance upon 
the throne. Unacquainted, as they were, with the ftate of par- 
ties in England, they were believed; but. his late Majefty lived 
long enough to be undectived, and to learn by experience, that 
the people of this nation, are not to be ruled under an exclufion’ 
of threé fourths of the men of natural property in their couritry,. 
equal at to their antagonifts in integrity andvabilities, from ail 
potts of power and truft in the government. If the prefent mini- 
fter has cutthrough the ifthmus that formerly prevented the flow 
of Royal favour through all ranks’ of people; if he has thrown 
down thofe paper-party walls that divided the two denominations, 
fo often to the difgrace and diftrefs of this nation; he has acted 
pe © and to the eterna! honour both of his Sovereign and himéelf. 

- Burt, in the mean while, I am of Sir Roger de Coverley’s opi- 
nion, that thuch may be faid on both fides, were one to be afked' 
whether the ¢ prefent ig ¢ Whig or a Tory adminiftration. When 
I fee fo'many great places under his'Majelty, filled by the defceh- 
dants of the Ruffels,’ the Campbells, the Churchills, and Spen- 
the Douglaffes, the Montagues, Percivals, the Percies, 
the Manners, and many other illuftrious names that figured in’ 
the days of recovered liberty, and whom the Whigs were always 
proud ‘td call their own, I cannot have tlic leaft — of vas dan- 
ger of our relapfing into Toryifm. 

On the other hand, when I fee our Sovereign reftored to the 
higheft of all his prerogatives, that of extending his favour per~ 
fonally to every kind of merit; of conferring honours where ho- 
nours are due ; of patronizing and encouraging genius, of reward= 
ng the worthy, and relieving the needy, and thedding the dews’ 
of royalty over a whole happy land without diftin@tion of party ; 
Fam almoft fure that we are not under a Whig adminiftration. 
Thus, tho’ I cannot pronounce our prefent government to be ei- 
ther Whig or Tory; ‘yet Jam not under the leaft difficulty i in af-- 

firming 
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firming that it is conftitutional, and that his prefent Majetty, at 
the clofe of a long and happy reign, will have fomewhat more 
to boaft of, than that he has made one bifhop, one admiral, and 
one judge. 

Tue addreffer to the Cocoa-tree, is not only miftaken, but fo 
confined in his notions of government, efpecially Britith govern- 
ment, that he feems to have been taught by a Whig horn-book. 
He accufes the minifter and his friends, of maintaining that monar- 
chy is independent, which, fays he, is only another word for un- 
limited. God forbid that the Britifh monarchy fhould be ever 
other than independent: but, becaufe it is independent, does it 
follow, that it is unlimited? I am afraid, the expreffion itfelf is 
little better than nonfenfe. Britith monarchy, however indepen- 
dent, muft be limited by the conftitution ; if itis not, it is no lon- 
ger Britifh monarchy, but defpotifm. As to indapendency, unlefs it 
is independent within itfelf, if it is fubje& to the controul either of 
foreign power or domeftic infolence, it equally ceafes to be Britith 
monarchy. A man may have a {mall eftate, that is independent, 
but is it for that reafon unlimited, or is it the lefs independent, be- 
caufe it is pofleffed according to the laws of thiscountry? 

Our addreffer (page g) fays, that the reafon why they diflike 
the prefent_minifter is, becaufe they do not know him; and, as I 
fhould be extremely fond of knowing more of him, efpecially 
as to his perfon, (for I think his politics are no fecrets) I fhall fub- 
mit a few queries to the public, the folution of which will give 
us a farther infight into his character. 

Dip he ever, when in the adminiftration, ridicule or condemn 
the declarations he made when he was in the oppofition >—.Was 
he ever mean asa dependent, and infolent as a fuperior? Did he 
ever facrifice the principles that led him to popularity, on the al- 
tar of thofe prejudices that raifed him to power ?—Did he ever at- 
tempt to be eloquent in defiance of grammar, and affect the airs 
of anorator, while he forgot the manners of a gentleman ? 

Dip he ever prefume to guide the helm of ftate, while he was 
mean enough to forfake the poft of danger ?—Did he ever dictate 
tothe crown, and bully its counfellors ?—Did he ever practife the 
meaneft arts to revive a dying popularity ?—Has he courted thofe 
whom he declared he hated; and flattered others whom he pro- 
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fefled to defpife ?—Has he lived long enough to furvive that cha- 
racter that firft rendered him confiderable, and to break the en- 
gagements he was unable to fulfil?—Does he glory in an open 
contempt of all literary merit; and cloak his difregard to writers, 
with the pretence of his difliking their flattery —To conclude, has 
any one real objection to his adminiftration been unanfwered, or 
the moft fanguine expectation of his virtues remained unfatisfied ? 
~ A Futt and candid folution of the above queries would go far 
with me towards a decifive judgment of the prefent minifter’s merits, 
Till then, I never can be brought to take any propofition for grant- 
ed, be it ever fo bold or prefuming, that contradicts every evi- 
dence of common fenfe and common.experience. But I fhall clofe 
this paper with a fhort ftory, that may entertdin, though not in- 
ftruct your readers. 

Cuarzes the II. obferving the prodigious obfequioufnefs paid 
by his courtiers to his perfon and power, one day afked them the 
reafon, why, when two buckets full of an equal quantity of water 
were fufpended, one with a live carp in it, the other without one, 
both weighed alike? The obfequious circle, without queftioning 
the veracity of the experiment, gave their feveral opinions upon 
the reafons. The King at laft afked that of an old courtier who 
had remained filent. By G—d, Sir,anfwered he, I doubt the faét. 


I am, 
Your very humble fervant and reader, 


PHOCION. 


( To be continued. ) | , 
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